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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

Claim 8 is objected to because of the following informalities: "wheein" should be 
"wherein." Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to 
which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 4-6, 1 1-12, 16, 19-20 & 24-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Laurila et al. [US 6591 1 16] (hereinafter Laurila), in view of Back [WO 
01/1 1911] (hereinafter Back). 

1. Regarding claim 1, Laurila disclose A mobile communication device having characteristics 
defined with a classmark (col.2; 41-55), comprising: 
a processor (18; fig.l; col.4; 1-14), and 

a communication module (28; fig. 1) coupled to the processor, (col.7; 37-49) 

Laurila fails to disclose modify the classmark to alter how the mobile communication 
device interacts with a second wireless network. However, Back teaches in an analogous art, that 
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wherein the mobile communication device is adapted to permit a first wireless network to modify 
the classmark to alter how the mobile communication device interacts with a second wireless 
network with the communication module, (pg. 11; line 16-pg. 12; line 6) Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to include modify the 
classmark to alter how the mobile communication device interacts with a second wireless 
network in order to provide classmark information for facilitating handovers. 

4. Regarding claim 4, Laurila disclose The mobile communication device of claim 1, wherein 
the mobile communication device is adapted to permit the first wireless network to communicate 
with the second communication network, (col.7; 28-49) 

5. Regarding claim 5, Laurila disclose The mobile communication device of claim 1, wherein 
the mobile communication device is adapted to permit the first wireless network to access user 
information from the second wireless network, (col.7; 28-49) 

6. Regarding claim 6, Laurila disclose The mobile communication device of claim 1, wherein 
the mobile communication device is adapted to permit the first wireless network to alter 
communication between the mobile communication device and the second wireless network. 
(col.7; 28-49) 

1 1 . Regarding claim 1 1 , Laurila disclose A method of interacting with a first network and a 
second network with a portable communication device, (col.2; 41-55) comprising: 
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Laurila fails to disclose modifying a classmark of the portable communication device 
with the first network. However, Back teaches in an analogous art, that modifying a classmark of 
the portable communication device with the first network, (pg.l 1; line 16-pg.l2; line 6) 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention 
to include modifying a classmark of the portable communication device with the first network in 
order to provide classmark information for facilitating handovers. 

12. Regarding claim 12, Laurila disclose The method of claim 11, wherein modifying the 
classmark alters how the second network interacts with the portable communication device. 
(col.7; 28-49) 

16. Regarding claim 16, Laurila disclose The method of claim 11, further comprising: polling 
the portable communication device with the first network to determine the classmark of the 
portable communication device, (col.7; 28-49) 

19. Regarding claim 19, Laurila disclose A method comprising: 

polling a portable communication device from a first network to determine the classmark of the 
portable device; (col. 2; 41-55) and 

Laurila fails to disclose modifying the classmark of the portable communication device 
with a command from the first network. However, Back teaches in an analogous art, that 
modifying the classmark of the portable communication device with a command from the first 
network, (pg. 11; line 16-pg. 12; line 6) Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
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skill in the art at the time of invention to include modifying the classmark of the portable 
communication device with a command from the first network in order to provide classmark 
information for facilitating handovers. 

20. Regarding claim 20, Laurila disclose The method of claim 19, wherein modifying the 
classmark includes altering how a second network interacts with the portable communication 
device, (col.7; 28-49) 

24. Regarding claim 24, Laurila disclose An article comprising a storage medium having stored 
thereon instructions, that, when executed by a computing platform, results (abstract) in: 
polling a portable communication device from a first network to determine the classmark of the 
portable device; (col.2; 41-55) and 

Laurila fails to disclose modifying the classmark of the portable communication device 
with a command from the first network. However, Back teaches in an analogous art, that 
modifying the classmark of the portable communication device with a command from the first 
network, (pg. 11; line 16-pg. 12; line 6) Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of invention to include modifying the classmark of the portable 
communication device with a command from the first network in order to provide classmark 
information for facilitating handovers. 
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25. Regarding claim 25, Laurila disclose The article of claim 24, wherein the instructions, when 
executed, further result in: altering how a second network interacts with the portable 
communication device, (col.7; 28-49) 

Claims 2-3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Laurila & Back, 
further in view of Rousseau et al. [US 6141547] (hereinafter Rousseau). 

2. Regarding claim 2, the above combination discloses all the particulars of the claim except an 
alternate communication module, wherein the communication module is used to communicate 
with the first network and the alternate communication module is used to communicate with the 
second wireless network. However, Rousseau teaches in an analogous art, that the mobile 
communication device of claim 1, further comprising an alternate communication module, 
wherein the communication module is used to communicate with the first network and the 
alternate communication module is used to communicate with the second wireless network. 
(col.4; 5-28) Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of invention to include an alternate communication module, wherein the communication module 
is used to communicate with the first network and the alternate communication module is used to 
communicate with the second wireless network in order to provide a module which can operate 
in cellular network as well as cordless network. 

3. Regarding claim 3, Laurila disclose The mobile communication device of claim 2, wherein 
the communication module is adapted to communicate with a wireless local area network (col. 8; 
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33-36) and the alternate communication module is adapted to communicate with a cellular 
network, (col 3; 54-65) 

Claims 7-8, 13-15, 22-23 & 27-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Laurila & Back, further in view of Vestergaard et al. [US 2002/01 19776] (hereinafter 
Vestergaard). 

7. Regarding claim 7, the above combination discloses all the particulars of the claim except the 
mobile communication device is adapted to permit the first wireless network to disable 
communication between the mobile communication device and the second wireless network. 
However, Vestergaard teaches in an analogous art, that The mobile communication device of 
claim 1, wherein the mobile communication device is adapted to permit the first wireless 
network to disable communication between the mobile communication device and the second 
wireless network, (declined; pg.5; 0075) Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to include the mobile communication device is 
adapted to permit the first wireless network to disable communication between the mobile 
communication device and the second wireless network in order to provide whether user 
accept/decline the handover. 

8. Regarding claim 8, the above combination discloses all the particulars of the claim except the 
mobile communication device is adapted to permit the first wireless network to communicate 
with the second wireless network on behalf of a user. However, Vestergaard teaches in an 
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analogous art, that The mobile communication device of claim 1, wherein the mobile 
communication device is adapted to permit the first wireless network to communicate with the 
second wireless network on behalf of a user, (pg.5; 0076) Therefore, it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to include the mobile communication 
device is adapted to permit the first wireless network to communicate with the second wireless 
network on behalf of a user in order to provide whether user accept/decline the handover. 

13. Regarding claim 13, the above combination discloses all the particulars of the claim except 
modifying the classmark disables communication between a user of the portable communication 
device and the second network. However, Vestergaard teaches in an analogous art, that The 
method of claim 12, wherein modifying the classmark disables communication between a user of 
the portable communication device and the second network, (declined; pg.5; 0075) Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to include 
modifying the classmark disables communication between a user of the portable communication 
device and the second network in order to provide whether user accept/decline the handover. 

14. Regarding claim 14, the above combination discloses all the particulars of the claim except 
modifying the classmark disables the second network from interacting with the portable 
communication device. However, Vestergaard teaches in an analogous art, that The method of 
claim 11, wherein modifying the classmark disables the second network from interacting with 
the portable communication device, (declined; pg.5; 0075) Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to include modifying the 
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classmark disables the second network from interacting with the portable communication device 
in order to provide whether user accept/decline the handover. 

15. Regarding claim 15, the above combination discloses all the particulars of the claim except 
exchanging information between the second network and the first network via the portable 
communication device. However, Vestergaard teaches in an analogous art, that The method of 
claim 11, further comprising: exchanging information between the second network and the first 
network via the portable communication device, (declined; pg.5; 0075) Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to include exchanging 
information between the second network and the first network via the portable communication 
device in order to provide whether user accept/decline the handover. 

22. Regarding claim 22, the above combination discloses all the particulars of the claim except 
transferring information from a second network to the first network via the portable 
communication device. However, Vestergaard teaches in an analogous art, that The method of 
claim 19, further comprising transferring information from a second network to the first network 
via the portable communication device, (pg.5; 0075) Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to include transferring information from a 
second network to the first network via the portable communication device in order to provide 
whether user accept/decline the handover. 
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23. Regarding claim 23, the above combination discloses all the particulars of the claim except 
disabling a service from a second network to a user of the portable communication device. 
However, Vestergaard teaches in an analogous art, that The method of claim 19, further 
comprising disabling a service from a second network to a user of the portable communication 
device, (declined; pg.5; 0075) Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of invention to include disabling a service from a second network to a user of 
the portable communication device in order to provide whether user accept/decline the handover. 

27. Regarding claim 27, the above combination discloses all the particulars of the claim except 
transferring information from a second network to the first network via the portable 
communication device. However, Vestergaard teaches in an analogous art, that The article of 
claim 24, wherein the instructions, when executed, further result in: transferring information 
from a second network to the first network via the portable communication device, (pg.5; 0075) 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention 
to include transferring information from a second network to the first network via the portable 
communication device in order to provide whether user accept/decline the handover. 

28. Regarding claim 28, the above combination discloses all the particulars of the claim except 
disabling a service from a second network to a user of the portable communication device. 
However, Vestergaard teaches in an analogous art, that The article of claim 24, wherein the 
instructions, when executed, further result in: disabling a service from a second network to a user 
of the portable communication device, (declined; pg.5; 0075) Therefore, it would have been 
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obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to include disabling a service 
from a second network to a user of the portable communication device in order to provide 
whether user accept/decline the handover. 

Claims 9-10, 21 & 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Laurila & 
Back, further in view of Roel-Ng et al. [US 6002936] (hereinafter Roel-Ng). 

9. Regarding claim 9, the above combination discloses all the particulars of the claim except the 
mobile communication device is adapted to permit the first wireless network to alter the 
classmark so the second wireless network can provide a user with a service. However, Roel-Ng 
teaches in an analogous art, that The mobile communication device of claim 1, wherein the 
mobile communication device is adapted to permit the first wireless network to alter the 
classmark so the second wireless network can provide a user with a service, (col.4; 41-59) 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention 
to include the mobile communication device is adapted to permit the first wireless network to 
alter the classmark so the second wireless network can provide a user with a service in order to 
provide knowledge of all the available networks in cellular network. 

10. Regarding claim 10, the above combination discloses all the particulars of the claim except 
the mobile communication device is adapted to permit the first wireless network to alter the 
classmark so that the second wireless network can provide the user with the service only when 
the mobile communication device is not in communication with the first wireless network. 
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However, Roel-Ng teaches in an analogous art, that the mobile communication device of claim 
9, wherein the mobile communication device is adapted to permit the first wireless network to 
alter the classmark so that the second wireless network can provide the user with the service only 
when the mobile communication device is not in communication with the first wireless network. 
(col.4; 41-59) Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of invention to include the mobile communication device is adapted to permit the first wireless 
network to alter the classmark so that the second wireless network can provide the user with the 
service only when the mobile communication device is not in communication with the first 
wireless network in order to provide knowledge of all the available networks in cellular network. 

21. Regarding claim 21, the above combination discloses all the particulars of the claim except 
modifying the classmark includes changing what services are available to a user from a second 
network. However, Roel-Ng teaches in an analogous art, that The method of clam 19, wherein 
modifying the classmark includes changing what services are available to a user from a second 
network, (col.4; 41-59) Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of invention to include modifying the classmark includes changing what services are 
available to a user from a second network in order to provide knowledge of all the available 
networks in cellular network. 

26. Regarding claim 26, the above combination discloses all the particulars of the claim except 
modifying the classmark includes changing what services are available to a user from a second 
network. However, Roel-Ng teaches in an analogous art, that The article of claim 24, wherein 
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modifying the classmark includes changing what services are available to a user from a second 
network, (col.4; 41-59) Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of invention to include modifying the classmark includes changing what services are 
available to a user from a second network in order to provide knowledge of all the available 
networks in cellular network. 

Claims 17-18 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Laurila & Back, 
further in view of Rosenberg et al. [US 2003/0013434] (hereinafter Rosenberg). 

17. Regarding claim 17, the above combination discloses all the particulars of the claim except 
provisional control of the portable communication device with the first network. However, 
Rosenberg teaches in an analogous art, that The method of claim 11, further comprising: 
requesting provisional control of the portable communication device with the first network. 
(Pg.2; 0019 & Pg.5; 0061) Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of invention to include provisional control of the portable communication device 
with the first network in order to provide a method for provisioning wireless services on a 
wireless device. 

18. Regarding claim 18, Laurila disclose The method of claim 17, further comprising: 
transferring information from the second network to the first network via the portable 
communication device, (col.7; 28-49) 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sharad Rampuria whose telephone number is 703-308-4736. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri. (9:00-5:30). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William Trost can be reached on 703-308-53 18. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-872-9314 for regular 
communications and 703-872-9314 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305-4700. 



Sharad Rampuria 
August 5, 2004 
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SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2600 



